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Afr. Fulbright recently de-
1v-ered the first of three Wil-
Mam L, Clayton Jeselupes at
Tyfts Undversity, sponsored by
‘ Pleteher School: ' .Law and
§ Diplomacy at Tufts. - )
v Tn urging American patience
' eaupled with strength, Senator
# ¥ulbright’ challenged right~
. wing thinkers who call for “to-
4l victory” over the Soviet
Tinion. - N
Proponents Criticized

“1 am not at all sure what.
Stotal vielary' means,” he said,
though granting . that the
, phrase has “an exhilarating
Cring” to-it. : Cor e
' virst of all, he stated, propo-

nents of total victory offer no
N way to win it, and certainly it
(g cannot be won by some bril-
"{iant stroke of diplomacy, ra-
i fional argument, or nuclear

jwar., o )

. “Even muore perplexing . . . is !
1 thessecond question, which ig |
iywnar we would do with [total|
ivictory] once it were won,” |
{1z the Senator, who has
I grined wide bipartisan recog-:
iqstiont fur his work. as chair=:
D men of the Senate Foreign Re-
T fgtiems Commitiee: IR
Technical Problems _
~Fyen assuming that we
seald somehow manage the
immenge technical problems of
cecunving vast territories of;
enir defcated enemies and find-
ine the human and material:
résaurces to ‘re-educate’ hun-!
dreds of millions of people, are
we reslly certain that we have |
the wisdom, vision, and com-.
passion. with which to recon-
“struct the world according to
the specifications of abso
morality?” he asked.

In other words,
should the United
teri be imposad on a
enemy. e Senator
implication. -

He pointed out that the ’
gictory” of the Civit W&¥

v

Stagt PuptogTaph _
Sen. J. W. Fulbright -
' ‘What would' we do with
" total. victory? '
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 “victordes” in
. }and II have gencrated wany
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wmore -problems than-they have
In quiet, steady tones, Sen.

solve
P ight %U%)] of Arkan-
LEE] 0 en 3 p R b
"gtrength a’n%b cgmpassio;fdwﬁzf :‘10118]. Tl}etl’““,’e of altmfd sugt«
dom. and - vision, moderation tat% '{’m orv’ would be ,the
and common, sense in Arnerie  PTE able destruction of West~
cans® view of foreign affairs.
The Senator’s accent has evie,
dent roots in his native Arkan-
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Alternatives Cited \
“The prices of thése victories
. was the loss of the woridwide
i hegemony of the Western na-

e mvilization as we know it

Then what is the slternative?

There are many ovlions be-i
the extremes of towal
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ute ~t its own civilization

i “encoyraging the forces

could or: moderation

States sys-ithat are bw

defested| absent from

asked byl 9. Use everv possible mili-
ltary. v

“tatal cultural tool to convince
“Hind te
Beconstruction offer a dreary: world dorninion are “dangerous
‘ similar. an

b
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1. Fulfill the highest values
while
of
and -comiion sense.
no means entirely’
Soviet society.” |

olitical, economic. and
Soviet

aders that their dreams of

A unattainable.”
Make it clear to the So-

‘viets that they have nothing to
fear from the West, so long as
| the Soviets reject their expan-~
sionist and subversive arbi-

tione. .-
The Senator forecast that
jthin a very few years the
IR WL Hift to
g 1he West, because
prsuccess. of the Kuropean
omthon Market. Franco-Ger- |
san™ recenciliation. and the!
pice of an Atlantic community.|
This shift of balance. how~ |
sver. may cause the Soviete to
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